
t& April 22,199S, The  l%qwtment sent  contmmt~  to the U.S. Army Corp5  of En~inacrs  (USACE) on the
60%  I)es@  Supplement for the kiterim  Removal Actions. The supplement provides  grcarer  detail  far the *
removal, of Asbestos containning  material on the  Somerset  Property and  removes  the Area A &urn  wcneh and
&era B Burn pit area from  rhe design of this phase of the  IRA. This design was modified due  to a reduction
in funding for  the  pt~j~-

Qn April 30, 199S, DcparDWxlt Commissioner &hill sent a I&x  to the Commander of the USKE Nor&
Atlatic Wision c;lprts:i;ing  the Depxtrnerx’~  SIIQR~ opposition to funher  delays in the implement&~  of
the corrective actions at the facifity.  The ~O~IIRI~SS~DMX  called for  completion of the  Interim Removal L
Actions By the rnd iafthc 1999 ficfd season and requested a response within thirty days (May 30th).

On May 6,139& sl;lfPrewivcd  a summary ~fa February  6,199b’ meeting held between  the  USACE and its
Contractoz  @A) for the  Proposstd  Remcdinl  investigation (RI). Discussed at the mtcting  was a justification
on the “ineligibility”  oflr~eral  area not proposcd  for inch&ion  as part  of the RI. Stwxal areas on the  CWM
owned property  wcrt not proposed for induhti in the program becnuse  “the property owner  has
implemented corrcctivc  actions”. The Department does not epce  with this position and  sent comments  to
lhc  USACE on l’kxy 1 K,, 1 %iVL

On May 8, 199S, sraffmet wth  representatl\w  ot CWM and ~omersct  (Jrruup as rho torrner  LaKc Wtano
Ordnance Works  IO  discuss the property ow~~cr’s  ~oncem~  sssocirrted with the USACc’$ proposed corrxxtive
actian progntn5.

On May 11. 1 YX, rhc lkparvntnt  sent extensiue  commmIs  (I 3 pages)  on the  Draft  Remedial Invesri~a~ian
(RI)  work plan. C’ornments  focused on the Analytical approach. sampling locations and strategy.

On May 15, 193S. :l:e I~lepwtrnent received  tk 90 % Design for tile Interim Rttnov,?l  Actions. Component
1.  Phases 1. and 2 The dcsip MS submitted DS the result ofannther  fkding reduction. Phase  I invoIvts
rhc  removal  ofmiac~Ila~xous  chemical and oils from the Somerset  Proprrry  and Asbestos  abalrment  at one
bullding. Phase 2 inclludrs  asbestos abaterwilt  at  the  remaining  portion of the Sonwrset  property  Only
Phase I has been iwdcd  [15500,000)  by the USACE.

On May 20, IMPS.  sI;Lffakknded  a public  meciing  in Lewiston, New York prcscnted  by the L&ACE. At the
meeting, USACE wprcsenta~ives  stattd thaf xiditional  funding  CM  to  the propam  txwe  likely, The public
did not feel that the  US,ACE was responsive 10 the environmental concerns associated  with the facility. Staff

i,arcad a statement at the mecting opposing [he continuing delays by the Federal Govcmment in remcdiating

On June 4.1996, the Department sent responses to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) on USACE
’ rcsponscs  to Deperrmcnt  commcnrs on IKE  RI  work plan. The  comment  rcspoxcs  wcrc  hand delivered it

rhrz  May 20,  199$ public meeting. ne Dep~~m~nt  still has serious  reservations on the approach b&g
pursued by the U.SACE in the iavcstigotion and ramcdirtion  of this sift.  A rcqwqc  co  the lotrcr was

rzqwsxd  wi!hln  1 :i d;ays,  A response has not yet been received.
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Sraff  r&Peatcclly ~qu~sttc:l  a schcltulc  fiarn  the  USACE for the remedial investigation fkld  nctivities  w&out
receiving (me.

\ ne ~~~issioner’s letter of April 30, 190s.  expressinaj  the Depnrtment’s  strong:  opposition to the la+ of
/ initiative  displayed  by  the  USACE, h4?s  not yt beea responded  to hy the:  USACE- A response %S quested
within 30 days  (May 30, 1998). ~: -’ _ ; ,--i

On June 18, 199$, staff received the “100% Design.  Phases I and II  Interim Removal Actions, Component
2 - Fanner  L&X Ontario Ordnance Woks” This submittal cmwrs  asbcsto~  abatm-mnt  and min;cllancous
oils and chcmic~ls  rema~4 an the Somersctr Craup property. 0rIy Phase f ha5 been funded.


